THE UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 

ANN ARROR, MICHIGAN 48109 

Department of Classical Studies 
2 6 October 1981 


Mr. Eric Newman 
6450 Cecil A ve. 
St. Loui s 
Missouri 


Dear Eric, 

You will recall that some time ago Terry Volk at the 
Fitzwilliam Museum, Cambridge sent you photographs of coins of 
William III, as I underatand. He tells me that he did not charge 
for them on the grounds that he asked for some books in exchange 
instead. Whether he has actually conveyed this to you I could not 
say, since he is a very disordered person — perhaps better, 
disorderly. Anyhow he gave me the enclosed list, which I should 
have passed on to you at the meeting of Council, and asked if I 
would jog your memory. He doesn't want the Coleman-Norton after 
all; but the Jones, or the other three exhibition catalogues, 
would charm him. 

Whether these vols are still available is another 
matter, but I fear I must leave all this at your feet. 

If I hadn't told you of it before, my Tubac Ingot article 
will appear almost at once, if it hasn't already, in the imminent vol 
of Num Chron. Get ready to add another Ford explosion to those al¬ 
ready in the file. Michael Metcalf, the editor, has been warned by 
me that he will make no friends in publishing the article, but he pushes 
bravely ahead. 


Yours as ever. 


T. V.Buttrey 









T. B. Jones: Greek Imperial Coins and their Mints. 

Chicago, 1969. #10.00 


P. B. Coleman-N or ton (ed)s Studies^itf'Poman Economic -u-1 C~^)Q \ & 

Soci al History in honour of Allan Chester Johnson ^ ^ Zj> 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


November 4, 1981 


Dr. Theodore V. Buttrey, Jr. 
Dept, of Classical Studies 
University of Michigan 
Ann Arbor, Ml 48109 

Dear Ted: 


Congratulations on arranging for the publication of the 
Pubac matter after all these years. I look forward to seeing it in 
print and have already ordered two copies. Perhaps the news media 
uiay report the publication of it, but that is up to them. You might 
wish to advise them of the publication so that they might mention it. 

As to the request of Terry Volk, 1 long ago tried to obtain 
the items they requested and was unsuccessful. I will now write George 
Kolbe to see if he can locate any of these items. 

kindest regards. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


April 29, 1982 


Prof. Theodore V. Buttrey 
6 De Freville Avenue 
Cambridge, England CB4 1HR 

Dear Ted: 


Your letter of March 23, 1982, commenting upon our research as to 
some U. S. Territorial Gold items needs a somewhat detailed reply. I am glad 
to outline certain facts which I believe will be of help in your further under¬ 
standing of past events. This letter is for you and not for publication, repro¬ 
duction or circulation, but may be shared with other bonafide research scholars 
so long as they maintain identical restrictions. 

There was a controversy in 1966 between Paul Garland as purchaser, and 
Tom Ryan as seller, concerning an 1853 $20 U.S. Assay office coin with Garland 
claiming a refund because the coin was false. The Professional Numismatists 
Guild, because Ryan was a member, set up an arbitration under its rules. The 
arbitrators were Herbert M. Bergen, Lester Merkin and Ronnie Carr. We testified 
on request and rendered written opinions and data along with others. The arbi¬ 
trators unanimously ruled that the piece was not a proof and ordered a refund. 

No decision as to its falsity was rendered although each arbitrator's file contains 
such matters. The arbitrators determined not to disclose any data unless all 
three agreed. The defendant refused to pay back the money and suit was filed in 
the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois, and judgment rendered in favor of 
plaintiff. Then the money was refunded. Coin World mentioned the suit but no 
other numismatic or other press coverage resulted, although many were advised of 
it. 


We have asked for the disclosure of the arbitrators' file on many occa¬ 
sions. When David Q. Bowers was president of P.N.G. we wrote him on August 31, 

1977 to release the file. He replied on September 12, 1977 that he believed that 
the file was in the possession of Smithsonian Institution and was available to 
anyone interested. Douglas Weaver, executive secretary of P.N.G. in a letter dated 
9/14/77 wrote to me pursuant to my request that he had telephoned John Ford who 
advised Weaver that the arbitration file was in the hands of Smithsonian and that 
P.N.G. had no right to ask the arbitrators to divulge their file. Whether Smith¬ 
sonian has part or all of the file, I do not know. The Smithsonian possession of 
the file was denied by Herbert Bergen by letter dated November 1, 1977, when we 
requested the file from him and he turned down the request after Lester Merkin did not 
respond to his request to do so and he could not locate Ronnie Carr. We have 
requested Lester Merkin recently to disclose his file and I believe he would like 
to find a way to do so. One of the then motives to have the file available was to 
put it in the hands of ANACS, but that is somewhat solved because one of the 1853 
$20 U.S. Assay Office pieces was submitted to ANACS in 1978. On October 24, 1978 
we gave an opinion to ANACS that the submitted coin was a forgery, but we do not 
know what opinion ANACS gave the submitter. A copy of the opinion is enclosed so 
you see that the American Numismatic Association through its ANACS division has 
long since had our opinion. 
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There is naturally a doubt in our mind as to whether we have the right 
to publish opinions rendered to the PNG panel or to ANACS when they requested such 
opinions under conditions of confidentiality, ANACS publishes in The Numismatist 
selected forgery matters and publishes separate forgery bulletins. If others can 
bring about disclosure of additional opinions by ANACS, that might be of interest 
to readers. 

A few other events may be of interest in connection with our actions on 
this matter. 

When special legislation was pending before Congress on the Josiah Lilly 
sale of coins to Smithsonian I was asked to testify as to some gold pieces before 
the U. S. House of Representatives Judicial Committee. The night before the hearing 
in Washington, D. C. I received a telegram in St. Louis that the hearing was can¬ 
celled and the legislation was passed thereafter without any request for my further 
participation. When Smithsonian was subsequently asked by us to furnish a copy of 
the original detailed inventory of the Lilly collection under the Freedom of Informa¬ 
tion Act the U. S. Government turned down the request on the ground that the item 
belonged to the Lilly Estate and not to the United States. When this was pointed 
out to be no basis for failure to furnish the item, Smithsonian admitted expunging 
the item from its file by returning the item to the Lilly Estate so that Smithsonian 
did not have the item any more. There are copies of this material elsewhere, but 
we still need one page to complete our file. 

On September 25, 1975, Don Kagin wrote me requesting comments on his 
outline for the book he was writing on U. S. Private Gold for his Ph.D and 
requesting me to be a consultant for his program. By letter dated October 2, 1975, 

I turned down the consultancy partly because of a possible conflict because his 
family owned the Clifford collection. I also pointed out that the Garland 
vs. Ryan controversy was not mentioned in his outline. The Garland vs. Ryan 
matter was not mentioned in Don Kagin's book when finally published. Kenneth 
E. Bressett on September 26, 1978 was working for Western Publishing Company when 
he T^rote me that it was asked to publish the Kagin book and he wished our comment 
on the quality of research. On September 29, 1978, we replied that we had not 
seen the manuscript and wondered if the Garland vs. Ryan matter was included. 

We pointed out that the Red Book which he edited might be in conflict with the 
Kagin book on certain matters. The Kagin book was not published until after 
Bressett had taken a position with Kagin's firm. Thus, Bressett is in a most 
complex position to make further comment on the matter. I understand that he 
had no participation in the editing or publication of the Kagin book. 

As to the Clifford Collection Sale on March 18-20, 1982, by Bowers & 

Ruddy, there are extensive quotations from material written by John Ford inserted 
in the catalog prior to Lot #26. An advertisement of the sale on February 24, 

1982, in Coin World indicates that the catalog was written by Clifford and members 
of Bowers' firm. In the March 10, 1982 advertisement and news article John Ford 
is added as participant in writing the catalog. A substantial quotation is from 
material filed by John Ford on behalf of Ryan in the Garland vs. Ryan arbitration. 
Ryan lost the arbitration as previously stated. It, therefore, seems questionable 
to use self selected matters submitted by the losing side as probative. It also 
shows how important it is for the arbitrators to release their complete file. 
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Our research has only covered the 1853 $20 U.S. Assay Office pieces. 
That research is in ANA (ANACS) hands. We have never been asked to examine 
certain related pieces and have only seen them illustrated and some in museum 
cases. You indicate others also know our opinions. We believe we have done 
more than our part but are perfectly willing to continue the research or dis¬ 
close facts. We are not looking for controversy but for scholarship. A few 
well placed polygraph tests would possibly clear up so much. 


We thank you for giving us the opportunity to reply to your thoughts. 
You already know some of what I have outlined. Would that other scholarly 
oriented people were not involved financially in transactions, ownership and 
opinions on this matter or in fear of suits. If clarification or expansion of 
this letter is desired it can be done. If you have any ideas how to get American 
publication of these matters it would be welcomed. 

My kindest wishes and regards. 



Eric P. Newman 


jah 


ANACS-E-5759-B 


1853 900 fine $20 U.S. Assay Office. 

33.50 grams. (517.0 grains) Sp. gr. 17.8. 

This piece was No. 6 in a group of about 20 similar pieces studied by 
us about 15 years ago. It is distinguished from all other known pieces 
by having in the obverse field equally spaced and close spiral tool marks 
on all except the left side. In our opinion this concentric appearing 
group of circular lines resulted from the use of an automatic cross cutting 
tool when a lathe was used to cut off the end of a steel rod being prepared 
as part of the forgery process. The steel rod was to be used as a false 
hub or false die to be made by a pressure transfer process. The tool marks 
in our opinion did not result from the preparation in a lathe of the gold 
planchet on which the coin was struck. 

The submitted piece is one of the coins in a socalled "hoard" found in recent 
years and has been studied by many people. One piece from the hoard with 
a glittering surface was the subject of an arbitration under PNG auspices 
and litigation in Cook County, Illinois. The arbitration panel unanimously 
determined that the coin was not a proof and the court sustained the decision 
of the arbitrators. The arbitration panel was about to give an opinion on 
whether that coin was or was not genuine but did not file any opinion on 
that issue. Neither PNG nor members of the arbitration panel have been 
willing to make any of the official files available for review by appropriate 
persons and should be requested to do so by ANACS either under the Code of 
Ethics or otherwise. We have been denied the right to examine certain parts 
of these files after many requests. We have learned additional facts and have 
come to further conclusions subsequent to the original opinion given in that 
arbitration. 

We have concluded that the original pair of dies for the 1853 $20 U. S. 

Assay Office 900 fine were improperly removed from and not returned to the 
U. S. Mint in Philadelphia sometime after 1912. These dies were not used 
by the person who took them. Transfer hubs and transfer dies were secretly 
and privately made at a much later date from the original dies. There was 
polishing and tooling on the hubs and on the dies and a few coins were struck 
in various stages of the completion of polishing and tooling of the dies. 
Others were struck after completion. There was a new collar prepared in a 
broaching machine with 170 reeds on the edge, the normal collar having 162 
reeds. One of the false dies was cut into parts to produce other related 
gold and lead numismatic items. Although the Red Book has properly delisted 
related items there has been a general fear of and spinelessness toward 
bringing the facts into the open. This attitude is not limited to a few 
people but to several large numismatic organizations and many individuals. 

It could also have many economic reverberations if the facts were available. 

The submitted piece has a ball shaped raised die break on top of the first 
A of ASSAY. This developed in the late stages of the use of the original 
die, but is not found on some of the other related pieces as it was ground off 
of the forged transfer hub. A similar raised oval die break between the top 
parts of SS in ASSAY also can be noticed on the submitted piece. 

There is an identifying nick which appears on the obverse as a line dent 
rising to the right on the upper part of the I in UNITED. This nick is 


not an accident to the coin but is in the false die. Similarly there is a 
diagonal nick in the lower text panel line of the reverse below the right 
side of the F in CALIFORNIA. This is also a characteristic of the false 
die and not an accident to the coin. 

The normal die break lump on the right side of the T in UNITED on the 
reverse is present along with the breaks connecting the L of GOLD with 
letters above and below. 

The surface of the submitted piece is mildly shiny but much duller than the 
pieces with a glittering surface. 

This submitted piece is the most important link in a modern forgery saga 
in our opinion and should be retained by ANACS, if at all possible for 
instruction purposes. In our opinion it is a most dangerous forgery and 
as such an outstanding example of the efforts which have been taken to 
deceive numismatists. 

Much additional data and research are available from us if the matter is 
to be further studied. 


Eric P. Newman 
for 


October 24, 1978 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


December 20, 1982 


Prof. T. V. Buttrey 
6 De Freville Avenue 
Cambridge CB4 1HR 
England 

Dear Ted: 

Your informal note of 7 December 1982 is most interesting. Thank you for asking 
our organization to help financially on the expenses for the project you suggest. 
Before making any decision or before you submit a more formal suggestion, we would 
like to have certain information. We would like to know who is the New York 
dealer who offered the Mexican bars for sale, at what price and to whom. We would 
like to have a simple written report from Vince Newman as to the metallic content 
of the bars he examined and the identification of the bars. This should include 
the method used in the analysis and any data as to non-existence of trace elements. 
These facts are obviously at hand. These will, naturally, be held in complete 
confidence for subsequent use by you or others who furnish them. 

I recently had a nice talk in St. Louis with S. Dillon Ripley, the secretary of 
Smithsonian, and I believe he will approve the non-destructive analysis of the 
bars belonging to them. John Slocum is a close friend of Ripley. Ripley has just 
sent me a letter, dated 15 December 1982, requesting money for a new building. 

John Slocum is aware of the problem you are working on and should be asked to 
handle the matter with the Smithsonian. 

We want you to realize that any help from us might be considered by third parties 
to be self-serving. You stated that it should warm our heart; I feel there is no 
reason not to reinforce or corroborate what we believe are already sound written 
conclusions in your prior writing. 

I will not be in New York on 8 Janua j. Nevertheless, 

it is great to hear from you, and I 


/hi 



1HE UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 

ANN ARBOR, MICHIGAN 48109 

Department of Classical Studies 
2 November 1983 


Dear Eric, 

Thanks for your kind note. While I have re¬ 
ceived several positive letters such as yours there 
is still the problem, for me, of the President's 
continuing refusal even to respond to my concern 
about the situation, much less to deal with it. 

And Stack's sale of last Thursday had at least 
one more horror in it. If I do go to work on the 
Smithsonian Western bars that will just make 
things worse. I could only foresee a future of 
continued tension, and I don't need that. 

Twenty years is enough for me. I've anyhow 
felt for some time that I have been running out 
of steam on Council — partly a function of not 
finding the travel congenial now, partly the 
impossibility of making a dent on Bass or his 
policies. My heart is not in it any more, and 
meanwhile there is plenty to keep me busy full 
time as chairman here. So I'm going to leave 
things as they are. I'm not indispensible to 
the Society. 

Yrs as ever, 

X*- 


T.V.Buttrey 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


August 19, 1988 


Mr. Theodore Buttrey 
Fitzwilliara Museum 
Cambridge, England 

Dear Ted: 

I just heard that you were the new curator of the Fitzwilliam numis¬ 
matic collection. That is great. Congratulations. That the right 
man is in the right place is refreshing. 

Evelyn and I just returned from England where among other things 
we went to the home of Lord Robert Alexander in London for a small 
dinner party. He is a barrister and was selected as an advocate 
in the coming mock trial to determine Shakespeare's identity before 
three Lord Justices, a subject which intrigues me. Guests of the 
dinner included the new master of Magdelen College, David Calcutt, 
and his wife, and it was an evening to remember. 

I have so much to tell you numismatically that I must await the 
chance. I have been writing steadily and now have become the longest 
serving lecturer at the ANS summer seminar. Your,friends on this 
side of the ocean are still profuse. Do you ever come over? 

My heartiest, 


EPN:bv 


6 de Freville Ave. 
Cambridge CB4 1HR 
England 


23 September 1988 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Ave 
St. Louis, Missouri 
USA 63105 

Thanks for your kind note. The job at the Fitzwilliam promises 
to be a challenge, largely for reasons that cannot be put to paper. 

In the spare moments there will be a wonderful collection and 
numismatic library to work with (but very little in the way of funds, 
for the universities here are taking a real beating). Since my life 
is already totally full it will be fascinating to see how the Museum 
will fit in. But it will. 

I saw Dick Doty at a recent meeting at the British Museum on coin 
production. He gave a paper which I was not able to attend, but we 
had a good chat. He seems in splendid shape. 

Between Christmas and New Year’s I am usually in Texas to gather 
my children about my knees. Otherwise it's life in England, and I 
don't have time to get around the States much — now even less with 
the Fitzwilliam obligation. Best to see you on this side of the 
waters. When you're next in England give me a buzz and we’ll see if 
we can get together. 


Yrs, 



